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UNIVERSITY OF RHODE ISLAND 
Kingston, Rhode Island 
FACULTY SENATE 
BILL 
Adopted by the Faculty Senate 
TO: President Robert L. Carothers 
FROM: Chairperson of the Faculty Senate 
1. The attached BILL, titled University College and General 
Education Committee Report #1997-98-3 
is forwarded for your consideration. 
2. The original and two copies for your use are included. 
3. This BILL was adopted by vote of the Faculty Senate on 
1998. 
March 26, 
4. After considering this bill, will you please indicate your approval 
or disapproval. Return the original or forward it to the Board of 
Governors, completing the appropriate endorsement below. 
5. In accordance with Section 10, paragraph 4 of the Senate's By-Laws, 
this bill will become effective April 16, 1998 , three weeks 
after Senate approval, unless: (1) specific dates for implementation 
are written into the bill; (2) you return it disapproved; (3) you 
forward it to the Board of Governors for their approval; or (4) the 
University Faculty petitions for a referendum. If the bill is 
forwarded to the Board of Governors, it will not become effective 
until approved by the Board. 
March 27, 1998 
(date) nd Jackson 
of the Faculty Senate 
ENDORSEMENT 
TO: Chairperson of the Faculty Senate 
FROM: President of the University 
Returned. 
a. Approved ~" 
b. Approved subject to 
c. Disapproved 
~/ :SoL~~ 
1 (date) 
Form revised 9/91 
UNIVERSITY OF RHODE ISLAND 
Kingston, Rhode Island 
FACULTY SENATE 
UNIVERSITY COLLEGE AND GENERAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE 
REPORT #97-98-3 
March 16, 1998 
At the March 16, 1998 meeting of the University College and General Education 
Committee, the following matters related to the current General Education Program were 
considered and are now presented to the Faculty Senate. 
SECTION I 
Matters Requiring Confirmation by the Faculty Senate 
The UCGE Committee recommends the approval of the following additions to the Current 
General Education Program proposed by the College of Arts and Sciences: 
A. That HIS 130, History of the Sea, be assigned into the 
Letters (L) Area. 
B . That HIS 385, Revoluti0n and Unrest in Central America and 
the Caribbean, be assigned into the Latin American Culture 
Cluster in the Foreign Language or Culture (F) Area. 
* * * * * * * 
SECTION II 
Informational Report on Progress of Evaluation of URI 101 
The UCGE Committee reviewed the progress report prepared by the URI 101 technical 
group, John Boulmetis, John Long, Jayne Richmond and John Stevenson, and voted to 
accept the report with modifications, to endorse the plan for a prospective formative 
evaluation, and to forward the report to the Faculty Senate for information. The Report of 
the URI 101 technical group, as accepted by the University College and General Committee 
appears on the following pages. 
Members of the UCGE Committee for Spring 1998: 
James Fasching, CHM; Linda Shamoon, WRT; John Stevenson, PSY; Judith Swift, THE, 
(Arts and Sciences); Mark Higgins, ACC (Business Administration); William Kovacs, CVE 
(Engineering); Martin Bide, TMD, Chair, (Human Science and Services); Deborah Godfrey-
Brown (Nursing); Alvin Swonger, BMS, (Pharmacy); Anthony Mallilo, FAVS, (Resource 
Development:); Blair Lord (Provost's Representative); Gerald DeSchepper (CCE 
Representative); Theodora Zubrinski; (Student Affairs Representative); Diane Strommer 
(Dean of University College); Sheila Black Grubman (Faculty Senate Coordinator). 
URI 101 EVALUATION PROGRESS REPORT 
In the spring of 1997 the Faculty Senate called for the University College and General 
Education Committee to evaluate URI 101 and report back to the Senate. At the 
November 13, 1997 meeting of the Faculty Senate, the UCGE Committee presented its 
first report of the year (#97-98-1). The report included an Executive Summary of existing 
evaluation results and a recommendation for "continuation of URI 101, while the UCGE 
Committee pursues a broader review during this academic year." The Faculty Senate 
approved that recommendation, and requested a progress report in March, 1998. The 
present report summarizes the evaluation progress that has been made thus far and the 
plans for further review of URI 101. 
Preliminary Steps 
The UCGE Committee has taken several preliminary steps to further its goal of a 
comprehensive formative evaluation of URI 101 . First, the Committee requested and 
received funding from the Provost to support part-time Graduate Research Assistants to 
aid in the evaluation process, particularly data analysis. Second, a technical work group 
was established to proceed with evaluation design and implementation under the direction 
of the UCGE Committee. Members of the technical group include John Boulmetis (on the 
URI 101 Advisory Committee); John Long (on the Faculty Senate Executive Committee), 
John Stevenson (on the UCGE Committee), and Jayne Richmond (coordinating URI 
101). Third, the Committee reviewed and approved a working set of URI 101 goals and 
central process elements (see Table 1 for a summary). Fourth, the Committee endorsed 
two sets of tasks for the technical work group: (a) analysis and reporting of the data 
collected at the end of the Fall, 1997 semester; and (b) prospective design and 
implementation of a more thorough exploration of strengths and limitations of the URI 101 
course, with the intention to make recommendations for improvements on the basis of the 
findings. 
Fall 1997 Evaluation 
Under the supervision of Jayne Richmond questionnaires were administered at the end 
of the fall, 1997 semester to URI 101 students, mentors, and instructors in all 66 sections 
that ran for the full semester. These questionnaires were revised versions of instruments 
that had been used in the two previous years of the course. For the purposes of this 
progress report we will summarize major descriptive findings with comparisons where 
possible with the 1995 and 1996 results. Table 2 reports on the actual size of the 
responding groups. The sample was limited to sections that met for the full semester, 
excluding the 17 sections that ran twice a week for the first half of the semester and also 3 
sections of special alternative courses offered in Engineering and HDF. Usable 
questionnaires were returned by 889 students (approximately 62.2% of all 1,430 students 
enrolled in full-semester sections of URI 101). The 20 excluded sections account for 
approximately 549 freshmen who were not eligible for the survey. The survey also 
included 36 mentors from eligible sections (41.9%) and 35 instructors (54.7%). The total 
number of eligible sections for which student data are available is 49 (74.2% ). One reason 
for non-response by whole sections was a logistical problem with delivery of the survey 
packet, but it is not clear how many of the missing sections were affected by that problem. 
Other reasons for failure of a section to return responses are unknown. We believe the 
sample of students is at least as good as the samples from past years, and is sufficient to 
draw meaningful conclusions about student perceptions despite the likely sources of 
systematic bias affecting non-response, such as absenteeism, late drops, and instructor 
resistance to conducting the survey. We ·are more concerned about the low return rates for 
instructors and mentors. Under time pressure for this report we have focused on student 
perceptions although we expect to look at mentor and instructor responses as well. 
Tables 3 and 4 report the proportion of students, instructors, and mentors who gave 
relatively positive responses to a series of questions about the helpfulness of course goals 
(Table 3) and the usefulness of various course activities and assignments (Table 4). These 
tables also include available data from the two previous years, but it is important to note 
that one change made in the questionnaire this year was to ask students whether they 
actually participated in each activity and covered a particular goal in class before asking 
them to rate the value of the things they did do. Although this is clearly an improvement in 
the questionnaire it makes the responses less comparable to past years. In Table 3 it is 
evident that students who did believe they had "covered" a particular goal in class (ranging 
from 76.4% to 91.6%) were generally quite positive about the helpfulness of the goals, 
with much higher levels of endorsement than in previous years. The most positive 
response was to "becoming familiar with university resources," endorsed as helping "a 
great deal" or "a fair amount" by 81.8% of the respondents. This is consistent with its 
relatively high endorsement rate in previous years--it was consistently the most highly 
rated goal by a substantial margin, and it was also highest in perceived coverage. The next 
most highly rated goal was "planning educational goals," endorsed by 65.1% of the 
respondents, moving up in relative rating from previous years, perhaps because of the 
inclusion of sections for intended majors in specific fields . The lowest endorsement 
(52.6%) was for "improving academic skills," and this relative ranking is consistent with 
past years. Although slightly better than half of the students who felt this had been 
covered believed they had been helped at least a fair amount, this is a course goal that 
needs careful attention if it is seen as centralto the mission of URI 101. 
Table 4, summarizing views of common elements of actual course activities, provides 
very few comparisons to previous years because many of these items were new in the fall 
of 1997. There was a wide range in reported participation in the various activities, 
reflecting instructor choices about what to cover. The most frequently occurring activities 
were journal writing (87.0%), e-mail instruction (89.3%), discussion of alcohol/sexual 
awareness (86.4%), and time management (86.3%). Least frequent was an individual 
meeting with the URI 101 instructor (35.9%). For students who reported participating in 
these activities, the level of rating them as "somewhat" or "very" useful was quite high, 
ranging from 72.1% for "interview a professor" to 85.4% for "learn about study skills" 
associated with "time management." Other study skills were also rated quite highly, 
suggesting that when effectively covered these topics were perceived as beneficial. The 
other very highly rated area was class discussion of campus value issues, i.e. 
"diversity/multicultural" issues (85.3%), "alcohol and sexual awareness" issues (85.0%), 
and "academic integrity/cheating" issues (85.1 %). Although the "library tour" was 
generally perceived as at least somewhat useful (82.3%) the follow-up library exercise 
was not quite so popular (73.2%). Nevertheless, all of these numbers are very high. 
We also looked specifically at the community service component of URI 101, and 
these results are provided in Table 5. Reports of amount of participation suggest that 
although many students chose an activity on their own, the majority (56.2%) were 
engaged in service along with the rest of their class. Ratings of "somewhat" or "very" 
useful were summed, and it is evident that most of the various opportunities offered for 
community service were generally perceived positively. Reassuringly, the most positive 
response (87%) was to "reflection and discussion about the experience." However, only 
46.5% of the respondents reported engaging in this, an obvious target for improvement. 
One activity, Harvest Day, was noticeably less popular and may need revision. 
There were other items on the survey dealing with such things as how class time was 
spent, which reading assignments were most useful, and how the sections did at 
accomplishing objectives associated with the concept of "learning communities" (which 
some sections were designed to accomplish and others were not). We will be using all of 
these data but they seem less pertinent for this report. 
Finally, the survey asked for an overall rating of the course in terms of how it helped 
the student adjust to college. The response choices ranged from "poor'' (=1) to "excellent" 
(=5). The mean rating was 3.01, or "satisfactory.'' This does not seem satisfactory to us; 
it's maybe about a C+. We believe the most interesting questions concern how ratings of 
participation in activities and goals are related to this global judgment, so that we can 
identify the activities that are perceived to work when they are tried and support them more 
strongly in the classroom and other assignments. We are just beginning those analyses. 
Prospective Formative Evaluation 
The technical work group has laid out a tentative plan for proceeding over the next two 
years (see Table 6). The first step in this plan is already under way. Using the 
preliminary goals and central process elements defined by the UCGE Committee, the 
group developed a survey instrument designed to assess the level of agreement with the 
current goals and design of the course, as laid out in Table 1. A Stakeholder Survey was 
conducted in February with a series of narrowly defined stakeholder groups including 
Faculty Senators, Student Senators, relevant administrators and all Deans and Department 
Chairs, URI 101 Fall1997 instructors and mentors, the URI 101 Advisory Committee, 
and an accidental sample of undergraduate students in the Memorial Union. (We chose a 
relatively small and focused sample to ask about goals; this was not intended as an 
evaluation of URI 101 but rather as a preliminary step in the development of the 
evaluation.) We have not yet tabulated the returns, but we have received responses from 
24 faculty, 27 relevant administrators and staff, and 112 students. The results of this 
survey will be used to guide the development of goal-focused evaluation methods. The 
pattern of agreement and disagreement about the goals of URI 101 will be reported next 
fall (1998). As Table 1 indicates, the Committee expects to complete an Interim Report on 
the Evaluation early in the fall of 1999 on the basis of data collected in the fall of 1998 and 
follow-up surveys collected in the spring of 1999. 
Table 1. Preliminary URI 101 Goals and Central Process Elements 
URI 101 will help students adjust to life at URI by: 
1. Connecting to URI as a learning community 
2. Understanding URI community values 
3. Planning educational goals 
4. Improving academic survival skills 
5. Becoming familiar with university resources 
6. Learning about extracurricular activities 
URI 101 will have as central process elements: 
1. Small group work/discussion 
2. Use of a student mentor 
3. 25 students or fewer per section 
4. Community service 
5. Journal writing 
6. Library/e-mail orientation 
Table 2. Sample sizes for the Fall, 1997 evaluation of URI 101 
Total Number Percent 
enrolled responding respo.nding 
I This number does not include approximately 549 students enrolled in sections that were not eligible for 
the survey. 
2 This number does not include 20 sections; 17 were excluded because they ended in the middle of the 
semester before evaluation materials were prepared; 3 were excluded because they were functioning outside 
the administrative control of URI 101. 
Table 3. Perceptions of Goals of URI 10112 
Fall 97 
Fall 95 Fall 96 Fall 97 participa 
GOALS rating rating rating -tion3 
~ Adjust to college life ~ 40 ~ 27 1 61.9 l 776 i 
r·Bec.ome.i'arruilar.witfi .. ii"i1ivers1ty·····················j············7"3"··········-r··········s3···········j············sT·s······r········sT4········j 
~ resources ~ i l i l 
r:~~~:~~~~~~F?.~~::i~~r~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r:::::::::::~:?:::::::: : ::r::::::::?~:::::::::::r::::::::::~:~~I:::::r:::::::::::z2~::::::J 
l Become involved in/learn about ~ 38 l 30 ~ 60.9 ~ 772 ~ 
~ extracurricular activities4 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
L~P.i~Y.~:~~:~~~~~::~~m~:::::::: : : :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::~:~:::::::::::r:::::::::::?2::::: ::::::r:~::::):?I:::::r::::: :::::~z?.::::::J 
~ UnderstarJd URI community values i nla ~ nla ~ 58.5 1 729 i 
1These goals were identified by those who constructed the original evaluation instrument in 1995; they are 
not entirely consistent with newly identified goals which will be used in future evaluation. 
2Ratings are the summed percent of respondents who indicated that a goal was helpful "a fair amount" or "a 
r,eatdeal." 
The number of respondents who actually felt this goal had been "covered" in their section (total=889). 
4In 1995 and 1996, the question was "become involved in"; in 1997 it was "learn about." 
Table· 4. Perception of classroom activities and assignments of URI 1011 
Fall 97 
ACTIVITIES AND Fall 95 Fall 96 Fall 97 participa 
ASSIGNMENTS rating rating rating -tion2 
l Libr~ tour with a librarian l nla l n!a l 82.3 l 721 j 
l""Lll>r~··exerdse.IoHowlili. .. ihe."iour·············-r ......... O/a: .......... t"' ......... nJa····· .. ···~······ ····· 7"3":·2· ·····r ......... 7I?" ....... j 
r-trb"r;·n;··a:ssTgnffieilt:s············· ···································-r··········6ir········r·········6r········r·········nJa:·········r·········O/a:··········j 
: ............ ,;::/.,,,,, ....... £ ................................................................ .... c ••••••••• -•••••••••••••••••••• o-•·························••C······••••••••••• .. ••••• •••••¢o····························· ~J~.~~~ .. ~~~~~?..K ................................................ ............. L.. ........ ?.?.. ........... l... ........ ?..?.. ........... L. ........ !..?:.~ ...... L. ....... .?.?..~ ....... J 
}~~~~~~.~~.~.1?.~~[~~~.9E .............................................. .i ............ o/.~ .......... l... ........ ~~ .......... L. ....... ..?..?J ....... L. ...... }~? ....... J 
L~~.~~ .................................................................................... L ........... ~.~ ............ l.. ......... ?..~ ........... L .......... ~.?:.?.. ...... L .......... ?..~~·· · · ···j 
LP.!.~~~~~~ . .P.~Y..0.Y.~~~ .. !.\~~.~~~~~.~ .......................... L ......... o/.~ .......... L.. ........ ~~ .......... L. ......... ~.9.:.?.. ...... L. ........ 1.~.~ ...... ) 
j Class discussion concerning: j j j j j j •Diversity/multicultural j nla ~ nla ~ 85.3 j 726 j 
l •Alcohol & sexual awareness l nla l nla l 85.0 l 768 j 
~ •Academic inte~iry/cheatinf}; ~ nla ! nla l 85.1 l 559 l 
('GiaJ::vrcrua:r-ai)-p01Ii"tmeiit:·wlt:illiRITor· · ·· · ~·· ·· ···· ····O/a:·· ···· ····r- ·· · ·····nJa-·········r····· ····sT:-s·· ···-r- ·· · ······"3T9 ........ ~ 
l instructor l l l j i (tearii··a:b"out"siti<ry-·sklns··sucil··a;;·:···················r··························t·········· ··················r·························-r··························1 
~ •Time management l nla l nla ~ 85.4 l 767 l 
~ •Note taking l nla l nla l 82.7 l 591 l l •Exam preparation j nla l nla 1 84.1 l 619 l 
1Ratings represent the summed percents of respondents who said the activity was "very" or "somewhat" 
useful. 
2The number of respondents who actually felt this goal had been "covered" in their section (tota1=889). 
Table 5. Perceptions Community Service Experiences in URI 1011 
Fall 97 
COMMUNITY SERVICE Fall 95 Fall 96 Fall 97 participa 
OPTIONS rating rating rating -tion2 
L!~~.E.?.~~~~~Y. .. ~.~!Y.i~.~-.P.~~t~~ ........................ L. ......... ?..1. ........... l... ..... ...7.7. ........... L ......... ~~ .......... L. ........ ~~ ........ ..l 
L~?.~~~~~Y. .. ~~~~g~ .................................................... L ......... ~~ .......... l.. ......... r!~ .......... L .......... ~.! ............ l... ........ ?:~2. ..... ...l 
L~.~.Y.~~~ .. P.~Y. ...................................................................... L .... ...... ~~ .......... L. ......... ~f:l: ......... .L .......... ~.?. ............ L. ........ .!.1.~ ...... j 
~ Other activity with the class as a whole ~ nla ~ nla ~ 82 ~ 247 ~ 
c~~~~:Y.~:~Y.::~~?.:~~~:?.~::Y.~~~::~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::~~:::::::::r:::::::::~~:::::::::r::::::::::?.I::::::::::r::::::::::~~~::::::::~ 
~Other service activity ~ nla l nla ~ 85 l 202 l rR:efi&tio·n·a:iicfCflscilssloii.oTtfie.serv1ce .. T .......... ii/a: .......... r ........ ii7a-........ T ........... s'r ......... T ......... 4T3 ........ l 
Table 6. Anticipated timeline for evaluation of URI 101 
Spr 
Spr 98 Fall 98 Spr 99 Fall 99 2000 
j Stakeholder Survey ~ X j ~ ~ ~ ~ 
!•••••~ooo"ooooooo-.oooooooooooooooouooo-o.oooo oo ooooo oo oooo ooo oooooooooooooo o~o o.ooooo ooo oooooooooooooo(oo••••••••oooooooooooooo.,ooo••ooopooooooooooooo")o oouooo 'ooooo oooooo_ o .Ou.,oooooooooooooooooooooo•O: 
~ Pre-post survey ~ ~ X ~ ~ X I I i"2ilcr seffiester:·roirow:uP. .............. i ........................ t ...................... t .......... ')( ...... t ....................... t" ......... x ........ i i"R:ereiltro·n·cileck ............................... t ...................... i ........................ r-..................... r ......... x ........ r-..................... 1 
c~~~?.~i~~:P.~~~~~~i.~::::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::::::::::::::r::::::::::::::::::::::r:::::::::x::::::::r:::::::::::::::::: ::::r:::::: :: :::::::::::::J l U.C. advisors ~- ~ X ~ ~ X j ~ rtiiteriiii ... r.eporf ............................. T ..................... T ..................... T ..................... T .......... x ....... T ...................... 1 
i"'Fiiiai ... report .................................... T ...................... i ........................ r ...................... r ............ ........ T .......... x ........ 1 
!Ratings are the summed percent of respondents who indicated that a goal was helpful "a fair amount" or "a 
great deal." 
2The number of respondents who actually felt this goal had been "covered" in their section (total=889). 
'"·· 
